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DETAILED ACTION 

1. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 11 December 2006, 
PROSECUTION IS HEREBY REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are 
set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must 
exercise one of the following two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action 
is non-final) or a reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office 
action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal 
under 37 CFR 41.31 followed by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 
41.37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and appeal 
brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the 
appeal fees set forth in 37 CFR 41.20 have been increased since 
they were previously paid, then appellant must pay the 
difference between the increased fees and the amount previously 
paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of 
reopening prosecution by signing below: 
Gene Kim, SPE, AU 3711. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §§ 102 and 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by the Passing Shot Drill described in 
"Competitive Tennis" (Competitive Tennis) . 

Regarding claims 1, 4, 10 and 11, Figure 4.16 describes a 
passing shot drill in which player A feeds (sequentially 
projects) tennis balls toward player B. During the feeding, 
player A appears at the center "T" of the tennis court; player B 
is supposed to hit away from player A by aiming at various 
targets specifically positioned away from player A. 

5. Claims 2, 3 and 12-17 are. rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Competitive Tennis as applied above. 

Regarding claims 2 and 14, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to have player A feed the balls 
to player B at different depths or speeds or spins to simulate 
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players of different abilities. That is to say, by having 
player A feed balls that were hit fast and low, player B would 
be trying to hit passing shots against a simulated opponent of a 
higher skill level. Similarly, by having player A feed balls 
that were hit slow and waist-high, player B would be trying to 
hit passing shots against a simulated opponent of a weaker skill 
level. 

Regarding claims 3 and 13, tennis ball machines are old and 
well-known in the art to sequentially project or feed balls to 
players . 

Regarding claim 12, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have a coach or trainer direct the 
drill to ensure the drill is being performed properly. 

Regarding claim 15, as the drill is designed for player B 
to hit down-the-line and crosscourt passing shots away from 
player A, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have player A move laterally to either side to make 
one the passing shots more difficult to execute. That is to 
say, it would have been obvious to have player A move toward a 
particular sideline, thereby making it more difficult for player 
B to hit a passing shot on that side. 

Regarding claims 16 and 17, although the Competitive Tennis 
drill is designed for singles players, it would have been 
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obvious to extend this teaching to doubles as well, thereby 
having a plurality of opponents. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 18-20 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Raleigh 
Chiu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4408. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Eugene Kim, can be 
reached on (571) 272-4463. 

The fax number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
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access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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